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Aſbes,7-2 Body which - once had: been. But 
whether, or no, he would do ſo, depended upon 
anocher. Queſtion, tobe after asked, . ver: 27. 
King Agrippa, beheveſt thou the Prophets : ? Forthis 
was, purely, matter. of Revelation, and could 
not .otherwile be. known : For, as to the Ims 
martality of | the Sol agd a future ſtate hereafter, 
7 of the Heathens. went. very far, by 
the, Light of Nature; bur as to the Reſurrefion 

of the Body, 1do-not find they had any Senti- 
ments about.it. (or but. yery faint, if any; ) 
And if. they had, it may, well be ſuppoſed to 
be.che remainder of. lome ancient Tradition 
fom the Jews, ortheir Predeceſlors. /Nordo 
' Ie any fqundation in. Nature ,, which ſhould 
_ think of it (before it was revealed) 

ay more, than of the Redemption of Man- 
kind, by Chriſt, (which we ſhould never have 
| Sake of, had not God himſelf contrived and 
dedared ittous.) Bur, whenchat of the Reſur- 
retion was once ſuggeſted, there was no pre- 
tence of Reaſon to chink it a' thing Impoſſible, 
2nd therefore: no:reaſon to. doubr the ruth of 
it, when. Declared, . if we. believe the. Scri- 
ptures, wherein ir is revcaled;:  elpeciall y thoſe 
of the New Teſtamens. | : 
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\c is much:the Tame '#s to the Dottrine of 
che rinity. It is a thing we ſhould not haye 
choughe of, if ir had-not been luggeſted by 
Divine Weikers; bur; when ſuggeſted, there 

is/nothing in natural Reaſon (that we Swe: 
or can know of) why it ics be thought 
Impoſfible ; © but whether '7e-be /o, depends 
oaly. upori Revelation, - 

«:Andin- this caſe 'the Revelation ſho fb 
clear (to thoſe who believe the Scriptures) 
that we have wo reaſon vg _ of it, unlek 
the thing, be found tobe real Dnpoffible, and 
incodGfne with Reaſon. Nor do the At 
Trinitarians infiſt on any other ground why 
deny it, ſave only, Thar ir ſeems'rothem 
ſolutely Impoſ[ible; and therefore think chein 
ſelves bound to put another Sence on all' Ph- 


ces of Scripture (how<lear ſoever they be, ot 


can be) which-prove or favour it. 

\ Sothar'the Controverlie is now reduced to 
his fingle Point, Whether i it be'Poffible or mt 
Poſſible Whether it be confiftent or inconſ 
Rent with Natural Light or Reaſon: (And to 
that point" therefote I'ſhalb confine 'my: Dif 
courle.) For: it ſeems 5greed or all bands (s (as 
ro thoſe who' believe Mad 'Seriprures-) that, fl 
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it be'not Impoſſeble, it is ſufficiently reyea- 
'' Now for--us. who. underſtand fo little of 
|| God's infiniteEffence, and which ic is impoſſible 
\ | for us fully cocomprehend, who are our ſelves 
|| bucfinice, and moſtly converſanc. with mate- 
nat Objects ; in ſo much that we cannat pre- 
tead to underſtand the Efſence of our own 
| Souls; and, when weatcempe to explain ir, 
| Þ| ouſt doitrather by ſaying whar it is not, than 
S | whatic is; ({(@ hard a macter is ir for us to fix 
nur Mind or Fancy, a Notion, Idea, or Con- 
” | ception of a fpiritual Being, which falls not 
| | mder our. Senſes :) *Tis hard, I ſay, for us 
| (wbo underſtand fo lictle of a Spirit) to deter- 
I nine (of what God is pleaſed to reveal) that 
Wl itis Impoſſible, or inconſiſtent with his Eſſence, 
which Eſſence we cannot underſtand. - 

' Bur -what is ic that is thus pretended to'be 
OY Infoſſible? *Tis bot this, That there be Three 
" } Sonewhats, which are but. One God : (and theſe 
ir | Sowwbars we commonly call Perſons.) Now 
Þ what-Inconſiftence is there im all. this ? Fhat 
p fatzr, Son, and Holy- Ghoſt are Three, is mani- 
« 

i 


5 and are in Scripture-Eanguage diſtin- 
miſhed. Thad there is:but One God is manifeft 
{f B 23- E127 alſo, 


[10] 
alſo, and'all theſe Three are this Got: That 
the name Perſon is no incongruous Word, 'is 
evident! fron Heb;+17:3. whereit is uſed;- If 
it be laid, It doth not agree to.chem exaRlyin 
the Ga: Sence.in-which' it is: commonly uſed 
amongſtimen;: we:lay 'too, 'nor doth any 
Word;:when applyed to God; iſignifie juſt the 
fameas when applyed tomen, bur only ſome- 
what analogous thereunto. 

. What kind or degree of Diſtinion (accor- 
dibg- to our: Metaphylicks)-rHfs'-is, we need 
not be very ſollicitons toenquire ; or,” whether 
' in our -Metaphyhcks (accommodated to our 
Notionsof Finite Beings) there be any Name 
for it: Tis enough for us if theſe Three may 
truly be ſo diſtinguiſhed, as that one be notthe 
other, and yet all but One God. 

Now.. that there is no henebhexcy or Impuſſs 
bility, that, what in one regard are Three, may 
in another regard be One, isvery mrianifeſt from 
manyhnſtances that may be given even'in Finite 
Beings,luch as we converſe with; which though 
they.do not adequately agree with this of-the 
Sacred Trinity, (nor-is it tobe'expedted-tharthey 
ſhould ; Finite, with what is Infinite; yer there 
iS enough in them to: _ there isno ſuch Jncov 
fitence as is pretended: ! I ſhall 


[rr] 

: :J ſhall:ſpare to inſtance in many Reſemblan- 
rt have been-igiven long ſince by Fa- 
thersand:/Schoolmen , ' or” by later Wricers. 
Which, though they are not pretended to be 
adequately the ſame with that of the Sacred 
Trinity,; (as'neither wjll any ching elle-be thar 
we can.take from finite Beings ;) yet ate they 
ſufficient ro ſhew that there is no Inconſjtence in 
it, (Which is all that is here incumbent on us 
to prove:). :Ethallonly name a few. 

: I, will begin with what concerns the- moſt 
groſs of Finite Beings, that is, Material Bo- 
dies. 
Suppoſe we then a Cubical Body, (which 
what itis, every one knows, that knows a Dy.) 
 Inthis are Three Dimenſions, (Length, Breadeh 
and Heighth) and yet bur One | 
Gube. Irs Length (ſuppole be- 
tween Eaſt and -Weſt). 4. B. 
Is: Breadch (luppoſe' between 
North and South) (. D. Its 
- Heighth-(berween Bottom. and . AE B 
Top). E.F.. Here are Three Locat Dimenſi- 
- ons; truly - Diſtinguiſhed each 'from' other; 
(noe only imaginarily :) The diſtance between 
bay. and Weſt (whecher we think or think _ 
0 


a2} | 
of it)45 not that between North and South ; 
nor be either of thele that berween Top and 
Bottom. - The Length i is not the Breadth, or 
Heighth ; the Breadrth is not. the Length, or 
Heighth- and the Heighth is not "the Length, 
or Breadth : -But they are Three Diviſtons, truly 
diſtinct each from: other : Yet are all theſe bur 
One Cube: And if any oneof the Three were 
wanting it were not a Cube. There is no 
Inconſiftense therefore , that what in one re-. 
gard; are- Three (three  Dimenſions)' may, in 
another regard, be fo united as ro be but One; 
(one Cube.) And if it may beloin Corpore- 
a's, much more in Spiricuals. . 
Suppoſe we further, Each of theſe Dimer- 
| fjons infinicely continued ; the Length infi- 
nitely Eaſtward and Weſtward, che Breadth 
infinitely Northward and Sourhward , rhe 
Heighth infinitely Upward and Downward: 
Here are Three; infinite Dimenſions,: and bu 
One infinice Cube ; and theſe Three Dimenſions 
(though-diſtin&t) are equal each to:other (elſe 
It were not a Cuibe:z.) and though. we (ſhould 
allow, that a Cubecannot'be infire (becauſe 
4 Body, and therefore a finite Creature :) Yet 
42 _ may ;z ſuch asis the Infinite: God. And 
therefore 


| [13 ] 
therefore no Inconliſtence ;' that there be Three 
Perfonalities (each infinite, and all equal), 
and yer'But One Infinite God , eſfentially che 
Gime with choſe Three: Perſons. 

"21 add-furrher' Fhar ſuch. Iofinite Cube, 
can therefore be bue One, -and thoſe Three Di- 
_ menſions can be but Fhree,(not more nor few- 
&:) For,” if Inftnice as totes Length, (Eaſtward 
and Weſtward), and as to its Breadth (Nerth- 
ward and Southward), and as to irs Heighth 
(Upward and Downward); it will take up all i- 
maginary ſpace poſflible, and leave no room ei- 
ther for moreCubes or moreDimenſions: And 
if this infinite Cube were (and ſhall be) Eter- 
nally ſo, its Dimenſions alſo mult be Infinite 
and Co-eternal. 

I fay further, If in this (fuppoſed) Cube, 
(we ſuppoſe in-Order, not-in Time) its firſt 
Dimenſion, that of Length, as 4. B., and 
to: this: Length be given-an equal Breadth 
(which is the true getieration of a Square)- as 
C'D., which complears the ſquare Bafis of this 
Cube; and to this Baſis: (of Length and 
Breadth) be given (as by a further Proteſfion 
from Both) an equal Heighth F. #!, - which 
compleats the Cube ; and all this eternally, 
(for 


[14] 
(tor ſuch is the Cube ſuppoſed to: be, ) here is 
a fair Relemblance (if- we nay parvis componere 
magna) of the, Father, (as the Fountain or Ori- 

ginal;) of the Son,.. (asgpene rated of him from 
all Ecernity:;.) hid of the: Hol«Gbeoſt,:(as eter- 
nally Proceeding; from.Both-; ) : And all this 
wichout any Inconſiſtence., "This longum, lation, 
profundum,: (Logg,; Broad, ., and Tall,).. is but 
One Cube ; *of "Free Dimenſions, and yet but One 
Body: And this. Father, Son, and Holy-Ghoſt; 

1 bree Perſons, and yer buc One God. And ap, 
there, the Dimenſions.' are not (in the. Ab- 

ftra&) predicated or affirmed each of other, 
or the Cube of either, (the Length is notthe 
Breadth or Heighth; nor either of thele aCube;) 
but (in the Concrete) Cube is affirmed: of 


all; rhislongum, latum, profundum, is a Cube, and 


the ſame Cube; So here, (in the Abſtract) the 
Perſonality of the Father is not that of the Son; 
nor either of theſe that of the Holy-Ghoſt, nor 
the Deity or Godbead any of thele ; bur (in the 
Concyete) though. the Perſonalities are not, 
yerthe Perſons are, each of them, God and = 
ſame God. 


If.ic be objeed, that thoſe Codcreres are 


Affirmed or Predicated each of other ; (that 
longum 
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lagrion is alſo Ution and: profundum, (this Long-is 
Bracd and Tall; ) but not fo: here; the: Fare 
ip00t ehe-Bnk.0r Hely:Ghoſt :. Lanſwer; ' Thar, 
iCithe words berightly conſidered, icthier Ana 
logy holds'here als: © Fo when- we ſay, this 
Long 18 .:Broad-and Tall (where Cube or Body is 
underftqod) rhe fulltimeaning is«plainly thus ; 
This Body, which, as toone-Dimenfion- tha 
of: Leagth); is faid-ro-be-a; hey. Body; .is the 
ſnae: Body, which; as'to- er Dirnenfion 
(thar:gf/ Broakkk), 218! fidite tbe #-b/bbd Body, 
2nd-wihich, 4't6 #:third:Dimtalion | har of 

th); 15 id tobe a: rall Body; So here, 
That God,” which! (g#rro ont” P ſonaltyg is 
Quiche Faobery -birhe fare God;- which (asro- 
2bbrher Perfonaticy) 'is' God de Bore (and whieh: 
(asto a third Sac 14 1s Get ihe Holy-Gboft. 
_—_ Ar every way, RAFTS there 

oarer rs th oboe i br: 3 
pct owes tothe'Confidenudery of: ſoiviewhar: 
pry He "and leſs Material than! ev | 

locally. extended: + | JESS 

b80poledenhiroOtexzbd: Angel; be Ha 
mano/Sdut :car(lexfÞV-thefpavhe: dey "oh 
Blfed Trixicy will allow that uhere 106 ſech Beb 
ngoH but if Yep _ Sweets, mvbgit0 ot 


acknow- 
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acknowledge either yn" Spirit; or thaei 
the: Holy Scriptures are the 'word of :. God: 

whieh' ceſtifie;both; (which 1 doubtische- ala; 
of .ſpme' of thegh) let them ſpeak our;:thatho: 
we may. know. whom-we have to-deal-with;' 
andnor pretend to nibble only at'the' Athanaſs 

an Creed, | ox,/ forme: Expreſſions therein, while, 
the! quarel: 1s indeed-.at ;ſomewhac hiplia] 
(though). i. ad amoliendam' invidiam, they think fit 
to, dillemble, ir;). apd that they do but faindly! 
believe! (fac all }rtbat) the. ky. Seripenady 
are the-Word of-God; :ot the Dodtiries theie:: 
in cofitained co be fade: - And we haye reaſod! 
to ſulpe&t jr, when hey; (pare: mor to)ler ci 

know, that,; were this Nodrine of'\che Tirily 
therein delivered in Words as expreſs 25 could: 
be, 'they:would: nor believer. :* © : 

Bu ſuppoſe we, (whar'rbey : ul Leap 
to.grant, and whas 1 am ſo charitable az'ta; 
chink-diyers- of: them do bolieve) Thas there 
are. Spiritual Beings; Auch as -Arigels: arid the: 
Souls of Men ; and that theſe Spiritual Bewgs: 
are” enduetd och Knowledge: (or- Wiſdom): .and 
Fajce:-{et an 'exegutivePawet) to: act accorr: 
ding to that Andplegge. - That there is ſome 
luch things -at leaſt in Man, (whether Body 
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[237] 
-Sonl) they; cannot but, acknowledge 3, for 
© iemlelves be, and kuow, and do,” And though 
ga cannot fully comprehend, mnch leſs. ex- 
preſs 3 In Words, how. all this is ſo. (for. we 
are herear a loſs, as well as in higher things :) 
Yer, that is, they cannot deny, chough they 
not know How:;,. .. . «Te. 2 
' Now, to Be, and to Know, and to Do, are 
2 ioly diſtin eath from other,(though per- 
haps we are nor all agreed, of what kind,-.oc 
: whar degree this DiſtinRion is :) To be.isgor 
ſame as to know, for that may .be werethis 
"3 and todo is (for the ſame reaſon), ſome- 
what different from beth thoſe, fora:Man may 
F; and may Know. what be doth. got Do:;.;ye 
one and the, ſame Soul (at, leaft one and 
beſame Man) which b, and Kone and Does. 
There is therefore no Impoſſbility or Incopſ- 
ſtence in jt, That what 'i in one; regard are Three; 
may. in anothet regard. be. One... \ Thus in .the 
Sacred Trinity, if we conceive of: the Father as 
Origing! or Firſt Perſor s, pho begets. the Son ; by 


; $ the W dom. of, Eather,,, heo 
Ir. MR e : alj: Ghoſt as Tera wa 
Faber and the Son, as nk PE Both, and. 
ſe the ſameGod wich boch ; (or what otherDi- 
CS ſtintion 


Wir! 
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| NinRion there may: Lo of-cheſe: Thres- Terſaig 
who are bur One Gody chat we do' not know; 3 
there'is no Inconfi ence: itt it," that thefe Three 
may be One-; "Three ir one regard, and' One in 
.another. 
I might ſhew the fime as to the Underſtands 
ing, Will, and Meaning,” which'are all the ſame 
Soul: And the known Mera phyſical Termsof 
Unum, Verum, Bonum, which are all bur che 
flatne Frs. And many other Inftances of like 
Nature. | 
' But we hold (it will be ſid) a oteater Di 
ſinCion (than that 'of Unum, Yeram, Bonn) 
-berween'the Three Perſons in the Sacred Triniy, 
:Beiriſo. (But whit that greaxer Diftin@ion 
is, we donot pretendto comprehetid.) How: 
ever, it is from all theſe Inftances evident, that 
there i isno Impoſhbility, or Inconſſtence with 
Reaſon, thar-whiit ip otie regard” are Thi, 
my" in another Regard be Ore. Which $ 
what we undertook to ſhew. 

"Tis true, thar not any; norall of thels fa- 
Rances,” hor any of thoſe given by other Let 
ned Mendo adequately expreh che Dilfin&ion 
and Unity of the Perſons in the Sacred Trinity 
(for neither hath Goddiſtin&tly declared itto ws, 
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Thall wEtherefore ſay they do not grow t POR 


+ necelfary ſor us to'know:) * Bur betauſs' ye 


Ot! hecauſe® We cannot, byſearchiag , - . ._ ;-- 
RY SS ot” Job it: 7, 
*_il vat God, becaule we camor find, 1 


ue the Almighty to perfefthon, Thall we thetelore 
ſay, things cannot be, when God ſays they are, 
only becauſe we know not How ? If ,Gad ſay, 
© Theſe Three are Ong? ſhall welay, « ja... ». 
they are not?" If God ſay, * The * Job-r. 1, 14: 
word was God, and, The word was made Fleſh, 
ſhall we ſay, Not ſo, only becauſe we cannot 
Ebb KIriyſafer to ſay It is, when God ſays 
It is, though we know not (in particular) 
How it is. Eſpecially when chere be ſo many 
Inſtances in Nature, to ſhew it not to be Im- 
poſſible or Inconſiſtent with Reaſon. The 
thing is ſufficiently revealed ro thoſe who are 
willing to be caught, and © receive 
thetruth in the loye of it. (Nor' 1s 
it denyed, by thoſe who gainſay ir, but thar, 
if the thing be poſlible, it is ſufficiently revea- 
led ; there being no other Exception made, as 


to the Revelation , bur the Impoſlibility - 
the 
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